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16 || STOP LAPD SPYING COALITION, Case No. 
17 Petitioner, ) VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF 

) MANDATE DIRECTED TO THE LOS 
lee ) ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT 

) ORDERING COMPLIANCE WITH 
13 ) CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT; 
CITY OF LOS ANGELES, | EXHIBITS A-G 

20 
a Respondent. | [Gov't Code $ 6250 et seq.] 
22 
23 1, This case concerns the City of Los Angeles’s refusal to provide public access to records 


24 
accounting for the yearly budget of the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD). The Stop 


25 
> LAPD Spying Coalition petitions this Court under Code of Civil Procedure sections 1085 et seq. 
27 || for a writ of mandate commanding the City of Los Angeles to comply with the California Public 


28 || Records Act (CPRA) and provide public access to these records. This petition is necessitated by 
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the City’s refusal to adequately respond to Petitioner’s repeated requests for records accounting 
for the LAPD’s yearly budget for the years 2008 to 2021. 

2, While evading transparency about its past budgets, in November 2020 the Department 
released a proposal to spend $1.83 billion in the next financial year.' This would be the 
Department’s largest ever budget. Against the backdrop of widespread public calls to reduce 
police funding as well as dire City revenue shortfalls, the need for public access to records 
accounting for LAPD’s budget is significant. Yet the City has closed Petitioner’s CPRA 
requests without disclosing any records and also ignored Petitioner’s repeated follow-up 
communications. 

3. LAPD’s obstruction here is in line with the City’s pattern of violating the CPRA in 
response to records requests from Petitioner and other grassroots and political groups who 
challenge harmful police practices. The political accountability created by the release of public 
records through CPRA requests from community groups like Petitioner may explain LAPD’s 
repeated willingness to violate the CPRA for these requests. Shortly after LAPD closed the 
requests at issue here, one of the Department’s lawyers sent the Executive Director of the Los 
Angeles Police Commission a memorandum complaining about Petitioner’s CPRA requests.” 
The memorandum states that LAPD is considering a policy to single out all of Petitioner’s CP 


requests for delays in processing. This Court’s intervention is therefore necessary to ensure 





' Kevin Rector, LAPD Request for $100-Million Budget Increase Draws Criticism Amid City’s 
Fiscal Crisis, L.A. Times (Nov. 24, 2020), https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020-11- 
24/lapd-100-million-budget-increase-request-criticized. 





* Memorandum from Lizabeth Rhodes to Executive Director, Board of Police Commissioners 
(Nov. 6, 2020), available at https://1a801405.us.archive.org/26/items/2020-11-05-badge-note- 
from-lizbeth-rhodes-on-hamid-khan- 

cpras/2020_11_05 badge note _from_lizbeth_rhodes_on_hamid_khan_cpras.pdf. 
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LAPD’s compliance with CPRA for the requests concerning LAPD’s budget that are at issue 
here as well as other matters of significant public interest. 
BACKGROUND 
LAPD Budget Process 
4. Upon information and belief: 

a. LAPD’s annual budget approval process typically begins each November, when the 
Police Chief submits to the Police Commission a budget proposal for the next financial year. 
This proposal itemizes the new spending that LAPD hopes to add to the budget that was 
approved the previous year. That prior year’s budget is referred to as the “base budget.” Each 
financial year, the base budget is carried over into the next, along with whatever additions are 
approved. 

b. The base budget amount for LAPD’s currently pending Financial Year 2021-2022 budget 
proposal is $1.721 billion, the amount City Council allocated for LAPD to spend in Financial 
Year 2020-2021. This is over half of the city funding that the Mayor and City Council have 
discretion to adjust. When combined with the allocations that city officials cannot adjust year to 
year (such as pension obligations), LAPD’s overall yearly budget exceeds $3.1 billion. 

c. LAPD’s budget has grown at staggering rates under the current mayoral administration. 
The LAPD budget approved this past June for the current financial year was 48% larger than 
when Mayor Eric Garcetti took office in 2013. A large portion of that spending goes toward 
mass surveillance, military equipment, and data-mining technologies used for wholesale 
suspicion and criminalization of Black, brown, and unhoused people. Because LAPD obscures 
details of the full spending it proposes for each year, the Department is able to avoid public 


scrutiny of the dollars it spends this way. Every dollar that LAPD spends could instead pay for 
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life-affirming investments that make communities safer, like housing, health care, schools, social 
services, public transit, and jobs. 

d. While LAPD faces some scrutiny each year around the additional costs and expenditures 
it wishes to add on top of its current base budget, the base budget is rarely subject to public 
scrutiny, and it appears to have never been reduced. By refusing to provide the public access to 
records about the base budget, LAPD has long been able to avoid cuts to the base budget, with 
the budget approval process typically focused only on the new spending that LAPD wishes to 
add on top of the base budget. Then, once new costs and expenditures are approved, they 
become part of the base budget that serves as the floor for next year’s increases, regardless of 
whether the base budget’s specific funding items continue to remain necessary in the new year or 
whether the actual costs allocated for them decreased or became zero after the previous year, for 
example because they were a one-time purchase. Because the City does not disclose any detaile 
accounting of LAPD’s base budget, the public has no way to know within the context of 
assessing a new budget proposal exactly which purchases from the prior year have been carried 
over, which past allocations were actually spent, and which costs might have changed. 

e. Without access to records accounting for LAPD’s base budget, the public also has no 
way to know how much is spent yearly by specific LAPD units, divisions, and programs. For 
example, the public has no way to know how much the City is proposing to spend on its Air 
Support Division (reportedly the largest, most expensive municipal air force in the country) in a 
year or what the total costs of a particular surveillance program will be. And the public has no 
way to know how much LAPD proposes to spend on its Public Relations Unit (which 


communicates with media and publishes reports to “protect the image of officers and taint people 
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targeted by police”) versus its Discovery Unit (which responds to CPRA requests and has 
repeatedly violated CPRA for Petitioner’s requests). 

f. Even City officials appear to have limited access to the base budget and are asked only to 
decide how much spending to add on top of it. This dynamic of the base budget snowballing 
with little public ability to understand what it contains has played a significant role in the 
unchecked yearly expansion of LAPD’s spending. 

Petitioner’s Efforts 
5. Petitioner Stop LAPD Spying Coalition has long worked to analyze and explain the 
programs, technologies, equipment costs, purchases, and other spending that comprise LAPD’s 
vast budget. As Angelenos began calling for cuts to police spending during widespread national 
protests against police violence and racial oppression last summer, Petitioner began a deep dive 
into researching LAPD spending. Starting in July, the Petitioner began requesting access to 
accounting of LAPD’s base budget directly from the Police Commission. After the Police 
Commission failed to provide the requested records, the Coalition submitted a CPRA request to 
LAPD requesting “[t]he full LAPD base budget for every year from FY2008-2009 to FY2020- 
2021.” LAPD closed that request, claiming “there were no responsive records located” and 
telling Petitioner to contact the City Administrative Officer (CAO) or City Controller. 
6. Petitioner then submitted a CPRA request to the CAO, which closed the request after 
linking to published versions of the citywide adopted budget. This adopted budget only lists 
very general spending categories for all City departments, without any details about individual 


line items or any breakdown of purchases, contractual services, and other costs. Petitioner also 





3 Maya Lau, Police PR Machine Under Scrutiny for Inaccurate Reporting, Alleged Pro-Cop Bias, 
L.A. Times (Aug. 30, 2020), https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020-08-30/police-public 
relations. 
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submitted a CPRA request to the City Controller’s Office, which closed the request and 
instructed Petitioner to contact the LAPD. 

7. Around the same time LAPD denied Petitioner’s access to accounting of its base budget, 
it also tried to mislead the public about this base budget. In November 2020, LAPD sent the 
Police Commission a new budget increase proposal that listed the Department’s 2020-2021 
spending — the base budget amount that the 2021-2022 budget proposal would add to — as $1.857 
billion.* LAPD Chief Michel Moore’s cover letter for the budget proposal used this $1.857 
billion number to claim that its 2021-2022 request of $1.828 billion was a $29 million budget 
“net decrease” and “bare bones approach” in response to “a financial crisis unlike any that has 
previously experienced.” ° But after inquiries from Petitioner, LAPD confirmed that the base 
budget was actually $1.721 billion. This would make the 2021-2022 proposal LAPD’s largest 
budget ever, a $106 million increase from the current year, by no means a “net decrease.” 

8. While Petitioner was able to force some public accountability for Chief Moore’s 
mischaracterization of the cumulative base budget total,° LAPD’s refusal to provide access to its 
base budgets limits the public’s ability to scrutinize details of LAPD’s spending proposals, whic 


might include other examples of questionable accounting or unjustified allocations. LAPD’s 





4 Memorandum from Chief of Police to Board of Police Commissioners, “Fiscal Year 2021-22 
Proposed Budget” (Nov. 19, 2020), available at 
http://www.lapdpolicecom.lacity.org/112420/BPC_20-0180.pdf. 


5 Td. at 1. 


6 See Kevin Rector, LAPD Request for $100-Million Budget Increase Draws Criticism Amid 
City’s Fiscal Crisis, L.A. Times (Nov. 24, 2020), https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020- 





26 


27 


28 


11-24/lapd-100-million-budget-increase-request-criticized (“[A]ctivists pointed out that [the 
proposed budget] would be a $106-million increase over the reduced budget that went into effect 
after the City Council made its changes to the LAPD budget in July — and called the LAPD’s 
suggestion it was a budget cut misleading. ‘This is a gross misrepresentation, right to our face,’ 
said Hamid Khan, of the Stop LAPD Spying Coalition, an activist group that has been 
questioning the department about its budget for months alongside the group Free Radicals.”). 
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efforts to deceive the public about the base budget are likely not limited to the overall total 
amount. 

9. LAPD’s budget increase proposal and secrecy about its spending come at a time of 
widespread public scrutiny of the money Los Angeles devotes to policing. On December 8, 
2020, the Police Commission shared findings that 62.4% of “1,753 adult city of Los Angeles 
residents” surveyed for a City-commissioned study support proposals to “redirect some money 
currently going to the police budget to local programs.”” Although LAPD and city officials 
know that a large majority of the public supports cutting and diverting LAPD’s budget, the City 
continues to deny the public access to an accounting of that budget. Without this access, the 
public’s ability to understand details of LAPD’s spending in order to advocate for redirecting 
police funding is limited. 

10. | LAPD’s budget increase proposal and secrecy about its base budget also come at a time 
when severe projected citywide revenue shortfalls have forced other City departments to slash 
spending. The Los Angeles Times reported this month that the City’s current projected shortfall 
for this stands at $750 million. As a result, City agencies are facing severe budget reductions, 
layoffs, and austerity. 

11. | Upon information and belief: LAPD appears to deny the public access to its base budget 
in order to avoid similar budget cuts. From September to November of last year, most City 


departments reportedly worked to identify cost-cutting measures that included hiring freezes, fee 





7 Loyola Marymount University, Police Data Brief: 2020 Police and Community Relations 
Survey at 8, available at https://Imu.app.box.com/s/tyOuisxda3rahSbhrowv9c46lj06zyok. The 


study also reported that 36.7% of the Angelenos surveyed supported proposals “to completely 
dismantle police departments and give more financial support to local programs.” Id. 


8 David Zahniser, To Get Through Its Budget Crisis, L.A. Could Postpone Paying Some of Its 
Bills, L.A. Times (Feb. 5, 2021), https://www.latimes.com/california/story/202 1-02-05/la- 
budget-delay-payment-coronavirus. 
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increases, eliminating positions vacated by employees signing up for early retirement incentive 
programs, and insourcing services that would otherwise be contracted out. Although LAPD 
takes a larger share of city funding than any other department, it was one of only four agencies 
that rejected this process. Instead, the Los Angeles Times reported last November that, at a time 
when other city departments endeavored “to reduce spending this year by 3%,” LAPD has 
proposed to “increase its operating budget next year by more than $100 million.”? Again, this 
increase is the number that LAPD tried to characterize as a budget reduction before Petitioner 
confronted them about this falsehood.!° LAPD’s refusal to provide the public access to records 
accounting for the base budget makes it easier for the Department to make misstatements about 
its spending. 

12. If the budget process is similar to prior years,'! LAPD’s proposed 2021-2022 budget 
increase will soon need to be approved by the Mayor”s Office and then City Council, which is 
expected to hold public hearings and vote to approve a citywide budget in June. In order to 
provide input in the upcoming budget process, community members need to understand the 
spending that comprises LAPD’s base budget. Yet despite this strong and growing public 
interest in LAPD’s base budget, the City has repeatedly failed to provide the public adequate 


access to records accounting for that budget. This ongoing failure violates CPRA. 





? Kevin Rector, LAPD Request for $100-million Budget Increase Draws Criticism Amid City’s 
Fiscal Crisis, L.A. Times (Nov. 24, 2020), https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020-11- 


24/lapd-100-million-budget-increase-request-criticized. 
10 See id. 
!! The calendar for approval of each budget is published with the city’s final adopted budget. 


See City of Los Angeles, Budget: Fiscal Year 2020-2021 (June 2, 2020) at 28, available at 
https://lacontroller.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/Budget-2020-2 1-Electronic.pdf. 
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THE PARTIES 
13. Petitioner Stop LAPD Spying Coalition is a nonprofit grassroots association based in Los 
Angeles, California. The Coalition organizes and empowers its members to work collectively 
against police repression, violence, and surveillance. 
14. As part of its mission, the Stop LAPD Spying Coalition regularly shares research with its 
members and the general public, including through social media, print media, and online. The 
Coalition also hosts weekly webinars, teach-ins, and community meetings to share records and 
analysis of LAPD practices, and Coalition members routinely use records accessed through 
CPRA to offer public comment at legislative and agency hearings as well as to inform both local 
and national journalists who report on LAPD practices. 
15. The Coalition has also used CPRA requests to force public reckoning for harmful LAPD 
practices. For example, in March 2013, the Coalition used records accessed through CPRA 
requests to publish a community audit on LAPD Special Order 1,'? sparking a public 
conversation about a discriminatory and otherwise obscure LAPD surveillance program. And in 
May 2018, the Coalition used records accessed through CPRA requests to publish a report titled 
“Before the Bullet Hits the Body”!? The revelations and analysis in this report put pressure on 


LAPD to end its controversial LASER and PredPol “predictive” policing programs.'4 





See Stop LAPD Spying Coalition, To Observe and Suspect: A People’s Audit of the Los 
Angeles Police Department’s Special Order 1 (Apr. 2, 2013), available at 


https://stoplapdspying.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/04/PEOPLES-AUDIT-UPDATED-APRIL- 
2-2013-A.pdf. 





13 See Stop LAPD Spying Coalition, Before the Bullet Hits the Body: Dismantling Predictive 
Policing in Los Angeles (May 8, 2018), available at https://stoplapdspying.org/wp- 
content/uploads/2018/05/Before-the-Bullet-Hits-the-Body-May-8-2018.pdf. 


'4 See Mark Puente, LAPD Ends Another Data-Driven Crime Program Touted to Target Violent 
Offenders, L.A. Times (Apr. 12, 2019), https://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-laser-lapd- 
crime-data-program-20190412-story.html; Leila Miller, LAPD Will End Controversial Program 
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16. Respondent City of Los Angeles is a municipal corporation organized under the laws of 
the State of California. LAPD is a department of the City. Respondent and LAPD are therefore 


a local agency within the scope of the CPRA. See Government Code § 6252(a). 


PETITIONER’S CPRA REQUESTS 


9/20/2020 CPRA Request to LAPD # 20-6667 


17. On September 20, 2020, Petitioner submitted a CPRA request to LAPD asking for “[t]he 
full LAPD base budget for every year from FY2008-2009 to FY2020-2021.” This request was 
marked # 20-6667 in the City’s online NextRequest system. LAPD closed this request on 
September 28, 2020, citing “the right of privacy, a right of constitutional dimension under 
California Constitution, Article 1, Section 1” as well as exemptions for “records that are 
privileged or confidential or otherwise exempt under either express provisions of the Act or 
pursuant to applicable federal or state law.” LAPD’s response further stated that “[g]eneral 
budget information, including for the LAPD, is available on the City Administrative Officer’s 
website (see: http://cao.lacity.org/budget/index.htm)” and that “the City’s Controller website 
(see: https://lacontroller.org/budgets/) contains the adopted budgets for the requested fiscal 
years.” Attached as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of Petitioner’s September 20 CPRA 
request and LAPD’s September 28 response. 

18. Neither of the websites referenced by LAPD in its September 28 response to Request # 
20-6667 provides itemized accounting of LAPD’s base budget. Instead, they simply provide a 
general overview of broad spending categories for all City departments and agencies. For 
example, for Financial Year 2020-2021 the “[g]eneral budget information” on the CAO’s 


website and “the adopted budgets” on the City Controller’s website list LAPD costs of over $11 





that Aimed to Predict Where Crimes Would Occur, L.A. Times (Apr. 21, 2020), 
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020-04-2 1/lapd-ends-predictive-policing-program. 
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million in “Field Equipment Expense,” over $2 million for “Operating Supplies,” and over $1.2 


million for “Institutional Supplies,”!> 


with zero further explanation of what purchases, equipmen 
costs, and contracts those massive spending categories were made up of that year, let alone what 
they would be made up of in the following year when they become part of the base budget. The 
CAO website also includes a document titled “Supplement to the Adopted Budget,” which 
explains some of the year’s approved increases to LAPD’s budget but again with no accounting 
of the base budget.!° Without an accounting of the base budget, the public has no way to know 
whether items funded in one year truly need to be funded again at the same or greater amounts 
the following year. 

19. On September 29, 2020, Petitioner sent a message through the NextRequest system 
asking for clarification of whether “LAPD’s position [was] that every record sought in our 
request is exempted from public disclosure” based on the constitutional provisions and legal 
privileges LAPD had cited when closing Petitioner’s request the previous day. Three weeks 


later, on October 22, 2020, LAPD responded again stating: “A search was conducted and there 


were no responsive records located. Please be advised that the Department currently does not 





15 See City of Los Angeles, Detail of Department Programs: Supplement to the 2020-21 
Proposed Budget, Volume II (July 2020) at 476, available at https://cao. lacity.org/budget20- 


21/2020-21BlueBookVol2.pdf; City of Los Angeles, Budget: Fiscal Year 2020-2021 (June 2, 
2020) at 148-152, available at https://lacontroller.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/Budget-2020- 
21-Electronic.pdf. Although these citywide budget documents are very large, only a small 
portion of them addresses the LAPD budget. For example, the 2020-2021 adopted budget 
document on the Controller’s website is 448 pages, only 5 pages of which concern LAPD 
spending. 





16 See City of Los Angeles, Detail of Department Programs: Supplement to the 2020-21 Adopted 
Budget, Volume I (July 2020), available at https://cao.lacity.org/budget20-2 1/2020- 
21%20White%20Book%20-%20Volume%201.pdf. While the two volumes of this document 
comprise a total 838 pages summarizing the citywide adopted a budget, only pages 409 to 433 
concern LAPD’s budget. 
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possess a system that tracks base budget information.” Exhibit A includes a true and correct 
copy of Petitioner’s September 29 message and LAPD’s October 22 response. 

10/30/2020 CPRA Request to CAO # 20-7749 
20. On October 30, 2020, Petitioner submitted a CPRA request to the CAO. This request, 
which was marked # 20-7749 in the City’s online NextRequest system, stated in full: 

Our understanding is that LAPD each year submits a proposed budget comprised 

of new spending on top of the “base budget,” which is the spending carried over 

from the previous year’s adopted budget. While new spending items are listed on 

the proposal published online by the Police Commission, the base budget is only 

summarized as a total number. We request the full LAPD base budget for every 

year from FY 2008-09 to FY 2020-21. 

The CAO closed this request on November 9, 2020. Attached as Exhibit B is a true and 
correct copy of Petitioner’s October 30 request along with the CAO’s November 9 response, 
which pointed to the same citywide budget overview documents that LAPD had mentioned in its 
response to Request # 20-6667. 

10/30/2020 CPRA Request to Controller’s Office # 20-7750 
21. Also on October 30, 2020, Petitioner submitted a CPRA request to the Controller’s 
Office identical to the request sent to the CAO. This request was marked # 20-7750 in the 
NextRequest system. The Controller’s Office closed this request the same day. Attached as 
Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of Petitioner’s October 30 request along with the 
Controller’s Office’s response, which pointed to the same documents summarizing the citywide 
budget overview that LAPD had mentioned. The response also stated: “For further information, 
the Los Angeles Police Department may be able to assist you.” (emphasis added). 
22; On November 6, 2020, Petitioner sent a letter to Police Chief Michel Moore, Police 


Commission Executive Director Richard Tefank, and City Controller Ron Galperin explaining 


the Coalition’s CPRA requests and the City’s failure to comply with them. Attached as Exhibit 
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D is a true and correct copy of Petitioner’s November 6 letter. The letter noted that “LAPD is 
expected to announce new budget requests in the coming weeks” and concluded: 

We believe it is critical for Angelenos to have an opportunity to understand 

LAPD’s current spending before any requests for additional funding move 

forward. We thus ask again that your office provide an itemized accounting of 

LAPD’s full budget, including the base budget that city officials will soon be 

asked to add to with even more public funds. 
23. Petitioner never received a response to its November 6 letter, and the CPRA requests 
remained closed. 
24. On Friday, November 20, 2020, the Police Commission released LAPD’s 2021-2022 
budget proposal. Although Chief Moore characterized this $1.827 billion spending proposal as a 
“bare bones approach” that reduced LAPD spending on account of “a financial crisis unlike any 
that has previously been experienced in the City,”*” in fact, the proposed budget would be 
LAPD’s largest ever, a $106 million increase over the amount allocated City Council allocated 
LAPD for 2020-2021.!* Petitioner and other community groups quickly worked to analyze this 


proposal in order to submit public comment, but these efforts were restricted by inability to 


examine any details of the base budget that LAPD was proposing to expand. Then, less than 





17 Memorandum from Chief of Police to Board of Police Commissioners, “Fiscal Year 2021-22 
Proposed Budget” (Nov. 19, 2020) at 1, available at 
http://www. lapdpolicecom. lacity.org/112420/BPC_20-0180.pdf. 


'8 See City of Los Angeles, Detail of Department Programs: Supplement to the 2020-21 Adopted 
Budget, Volume I (July 2020), available at https://cao.lacity.org/budget20-2 1/2020- 


21%20White%20Book%20-%20Volume%201.pdf. While the two volumes of this document 
comprise a total 838 pages summarizing the citywide adopted budget, only pages 409 to 433 
concern LAPD’s budget. 
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two full business days after Chief Moore’s budget increase proposal was released to the public, 
the Police Commission voted to approve it.!? 

25. In the time leading up to that vote, the Police Commission received public comment 
emails from well over one hundred community members asking for LAPD to share accounting o 
its base budget.?” Police Commission President Eileen Decker raised this issue to LAPD at the 
Commission’s November 24, 2020, public meeting, which was attended by Chief Moore as well 
as Thomas Brennan, the Commanding Officer of LAPD’s Fiscal Operations Division. 
Commission President Decker noted that “there were a lot of comments” on the issue of LAPD’s 
base budget and asked if LAPD could “offer any response or advice” for those “looking to get 
better information and a better understanding of the base budget of the Department so they can 
do their own analysis as [the budget] goes through the City Council process.” In response, 
Officer Brennan stated that “we're going to be looking at... how we can put that information 
together and provide that so that the budget is actually broken down.” Attached as Exhibit E is 
a true and correct copy of the pages from the Police Commission”s transcript of this hearing that 
reflect these comments. 

26. Despite Commanding Officer Brennan’s suggestion to the Police Commission on 
November 24 that LAPD could potentially provide the public better accounting of its base 


budget if it made a good faith effort, the City has done nothing to actually provide this access or 





12 Kevin Rector, LAPD Request for $100-Million Budget Increase Draws Criticism Amid City’s 
Fiscal Crisis, L.A. Times (Nov. 24, 2020), https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020-11- 
24/lapd-100-million-budget-increase-request-criticized. 





20 The Police Commission has published two files containing a total of 169 of emails from the 
public addressing the agenda of the November 24 meeting. See http://lapd- 

assets. lapdonline.org/assets/pdf/112420%20part%201.pdf (last visited February 14, 2021); 
http://lapd-assets.lapdonline.org/assets/pdf/112420%20part%202.pdf (last visited February 14, 
2021). Both files can be accessed on the Police Commission’s website. See Los Angeles Police 
Commission, https://www.lapdonline.org/police_commission (last visited February 14, 2021). 
Nearly every email in both files demanded that LAPD share accounting of its full base budget. 
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offer any timeline for when this information might be public. Instead, the City closed 
Petitioner’s CPRA requests and has ignored Petitioner’s follow-up communications. 
27. On December 10, 2020, Petitioner wrote a second letter to Police Chief Moore, Police 
Commission Executive Director Tefank, and City Controller Galperin. Attached as Exhibit F is 
a true and correct copy of this letter, which began by noting “the failure of your agencies to 
comply with our California Public Records Act (CPRA) requests seeking an accounting of 
LAPD’s full budget, including the base budget.” Petitioner asked the addressed agencies to 
“produce the records we have requested by January 4, 2021.” The letter also stated: “If we do 
not receive the records by January 4, we understand your agencies to be violating the 
requirements of CPRA, and we plan to seek legal remedies for those violations.” 
28. Petitioner has received no records in response to its December 10 letter, and its CPRA 
requests to LAPD, the CAO, and the Controller all remain closed. 

9/20/2020 CPRA Requests to LAPD # 20-6665 and # 20-6666 
29. Along with the CPRA requests regarding LAPD’s base budget, the City has also failed to 
produce any records in response to two other CPRA requests filed by Petitioner seeking 
additional documents related to LAPD’s budget. On September 20, 2020, Petitioner submitted 
two CPRA requests to the LAPD asking for budget records related to LAPD’s Technology 
Support Contractual Services as well as other spending categories. The purpose of these requests 
was to study and report on LAPD’s spending on surveillance technology. Both requests 
identified specific technology providers, technologies, and programs that were listed in aggregate 
amounts in the yearly budget increase proposals that LAPD submits to the Police Commission. 
The requests were marked # 20-6665 and # 20-6666 in the City’s NextRequest system. Almost 


five months after these requests were filed, LAPD has not disclosed a single record in response. 
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Instead, LAPD sent the following message on five different dates in response to each request, 
most recently on February 3: “Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, 
identify, and/or review responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable.” Attached as 
Exhibit G is a true and correct copy of both requests, along with LAPD’s responses. 

30. LAPD has a long history of violating the CPRA when responding to Petitioner’s records 
requests, leaving Petitioner no choice but to seek judicial relief. This is the third time Petitioner 
has had to take the City to court to remedy the LAPD’s CPRA violations. In 2015 the LAPD 
failed to adequately respond to two requests from Petitioner and the National Lawyers Guild’s 
Los Angeles chapter. Only after Petitioner petitioned this Court for a writ of mandate did the 
LAPD produce the requested records. See Stop LAPD Spying Coalition v. City of Los Angeles, 
Case No. BS-159673. Later, in 2018, the LAPD again failed to adequately respond to CPRA 
requests from Petitioner, which again filed a petition in this Court. And again, only after the 
filing of a writ petition did LAPD produce the requested records. See Stop LAPD Spying 
Coalition v. City of Los Angeles, Case No. BS-172216. Petitioner later used records disclosed 
through those lawsuits to force public reckoning of harmful LAPD surveillance programs, for 
example successfully calling for LAPD to end its controversial “predictive” policing programs.”! 
31. | LAPD’s history of violating the CPRA when responding to Petitioner’s requests appears 


to be part of a deliberate strategy to block or delay responses to CPRA requests from Petitioner. 





2! See Leila Miller, LAPD Will End Controversial Program that Aimed to Predict Where Crimes 
Would Occur, L.A. Times (Apr. 21, 2020), https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020-04- 


21/lapd-ends-predictive-policing-program; see also Mara Hvistendahl, How the LAPD and 
Palantir Use Data to Justify Racist Policing, The Intercept (Jan. 30, 2021), 








26 


27 


28 


https://theintercept.com/2021/01/30/lapd-palantir-data-driven-policing/ (“For years, scholars and 
activists have critiqued the algorithms used in data-driven policing, arguing that they merely 
techwash bias by making sloppy investigative work seem objective. Leading the charge in Los 
Angeles is the Stop LAPD Spying Coalition. Through public records requests, the group’s 
activists have obtained documents on police use of data analytics, and in 2018, they successfully 
pushed the city’s Office of the Inspector General to audit the department’s use of technology.”). 
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A memorandum dated November 6, 2020, from Lizabeth Rhodes, Director of LAPD’s Office of 
Constitutional Policing and Policy to the Police Commission’s Executive Director suggests that 
LAPD has singled out requests from the Stop LAPD Spying Coalition’s lead coordinator Hamid 
Khan for adverse treatment. In the memorandum, Ms. Rhodes criticizes Petitioner’s requests, 
as well as Mr. Khan’s follow-up responses asking about requests that were either closed without 
disclosure of the records sought or had been pending with zero response for months. Regarding 
a request Petitioner filed in April 2020 about LAPD’s response to the COVID-19 pandemic, Ms. 
Rhodes wrote in this internal memorandum that LAPD had identified “62,000 emails” that were 
“potentially responsive” to the request. Later, after LAPD failed for nine months to produce a 
single page of records in response to this request, Petitioner sent a message on NextRequest 
asking LAPD to “please provide an update or justification for the extreme delay on this request.” 
Two days later, LAPD closed this request without disclosing a single one of the 62,000 
“potentially responsive” emails Ms. Rhodes mentioned in her memorandum. 

32. Ms. Rhodes’s memorandum also indicates that “a current evaluation is being conducted 
on the potential necessity of placing Mr. Khan’s requests in a work management plan,” which 
the memorandum described as capping “a limited number of staff hours designated for his 
numerous requests.” Given LAPD’s history of extreme delays and CPRA violations for 


Petitioner’s requests, this possibility of even worse CPRA compliance is extremely alarming. 





22 Memorandum from Lizabeth Rhodes to Executive Director, Board of Police Commissioners 
(Nov. 6, 2020), available at https://1a801405.us.archive.org/26/items/2020- 1 1-05-badge-note- 
from-lizbeth-rhodes-on-hamid-khan- 

cpras/2020_11_05 badge note from lizbeth rhodes on hamid khan cpras.pdf. 





23 Id. at 4. 


Td. 
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FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
Public Records Act, Government Code § 6250 et seq. 


33. Petitioner alleges on information and belief that the City will continue to deny Petitioner 
and other members of the public the ability to inspect or obtain copies of the requested public 
records in violation of the CPRA. 

34. Petitioner alleges on information and belief that the information and records it seeks are 
maintained in Los Angeles County. The requested records are public records not exempted from 
disclosure. 

35. Petitioner believes and alleges based on the information set forth in this Petition that 
LAPD’s failure to locate records responsive to Petitioner’s request resulted from a search that 
violated Government Code section 6253.1 by failing to use good-faith “reasonable effort.” 

36.  Respondent’s failure to conduct an adequate search in response to Petitioner’s request 
violates, among other provisions of the CPRA, Government Code section 6253(b), which 
provides that, “[e]xcept with respect to public records exempt from disclosure by express 
provisions of law, each state or local agency, upon a request for a copy of records that reasonably 
describes an identifiable record or records, shall make the records promptly available to any 
person.” 

37. By failing to respond to Petitioner’s requests and follow-up letters within two weeks, 
Respondent has also violated Government Code section 6253(c), which provides in pertinent par 
that “[e]ach agency, upon a request for a copy of records, shall, within 10 days from receipt of 
the request, determine whether the request, in whole or in part, seeks copies of disclosable public 
records in the possession of the agency and shall promptly notify the person making the request 


of the determination and reasons therefore. In unusual circumstances, the time limit may be 
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extended by written notice . . . [but n]o notice shall specify a date that would result in an 
extension for more than 14 days.” 
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
California Constitution, Art. I § 3 subd. (b)(2) 
38. The California Constitution recognizes that the “people have the right of access to 
information concerning the conduct of the people’s business, and therefore, the meetings of 
public bodies and the writings of public officials and agencies shall be open to public scrutiny.” 
Cal. Const., Art. I § 3(b)(1). Because the provisions of the California Constitution are mandato 
and prohibitory, this right is self-executing. See Cal. Const., Art. I § 26. 
39. A clear controversy exists between the parties regarding Petitioner’s right of access to 
Respondents’ public records, which encompass “information concerning the conduct of the 
people’s business.” Petitioner has sought and will continue to seek public records from 
Respondent as is its right under the CPRA and the California Constitution. Respondent has 
engaged in a pattern and practice of frustrating Petitioner’s right of prompt access to public 
records. 
40. Without action by this Court, Respondents will continue to frustrate Petitioner’s 
constitutional and statutory rights and he will suffer irreparable injury. Petitioner seeks 
injunctive and declaratory relief to protect the future exercise of his right of access to public 
records. 
REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

41. Government Code sections 6259(a) and 6259(b) authorize the Court to compel 
Respondent to release the requested documents. Petitioner therefore respectfully requests that: 

1. This Court issue a peremptory writ of mandate immediately directing the City to 


conduct a prompt, diligent, and comprehensive search for the requested records, and 


VERIFIED CPRA PETITION - 19 


to thereafter provide Petitioner the requested records or, in the alternative, an order to 


E 


2 show cause why these public records should not be ordered disclosed; 
3 2. The Court set “times for responsive pleadings and for hearings in these proceedings 
i ... with the object of securing a decision as to these matters at the earliest possible 
time” as provided in Government Code section 6258; 
7 3. The Court enter an order declaring that the City has violated the CPRA by its refusal 
8 to release the public records sought by Petitioner’s requests and by its failure to 
2 properly respond to and assist with Petitioner’s requests; 
F 4. The Court enter an order awarding Petitioner their reasonable attorneys’ fees and 
11 
F costs incurred in bringing this action, as provided in Government Code section 6258; 
13 and, 
14 5. The Court award any further relief as is just and proper. 
15 


16 || DATED: February 15, 2021 
Respectfully Submitted, 
17 
LAW OFFICE OF SHAKEER RAHMAN 
LAW OFFICE OF COLLEEN FLYNN 
19 LAW OFFICE OF MATTHEW STRUGAR 
Attorneys for Petitioner 


18 


20 
21 /s/ Shakeer Rahman 





22 SHAKEER RAHMAN 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 


28 
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VERIFICATION 
I, Hamid Khan, declare: 

1. Tam the lead coordinator with the Stop LAPD Spying Coalition and I am authorized to 
make this verification on Petitioner’s behalf. 

2. Ihave read the VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE DIRECTED TO 
THE LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT ORDERDING COMPLIANCE WITH 
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT; EXHIBITS A-G. The facts stated in the Petition are 
either true and correct of my own personal knowledge, or I am informed and believe that such 
facts are true and correct, and on that basis I allege them to be true and correct. 

This verification was executed on February 15, 2021, in Los Angeles, California. I 
declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing ts true and correct. 
MIN 
"HAMID KHAN 
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EXHIBIT A 


Request #20-6667 


CLOSED 
As of February 12, 2021, 8:04pm 


Details 


September 17, 2020 
Via Email: https://recordsrequest.lacity.org/ 
Los Angeles Police Department Public Records Request 


Re: FY2008-2021 Full LAPD Base Budget Documentation 
To Whom It May Concern: 


Pursuant to the California Public Records Act (California Government Code 8 6250 et seq.), 
| hereby request the following records: 


1. The full LAPD base budget for every year from FY2008-2009 to FY2020-2021. 


| am requesting that you waive all fees associated with this request as | believe this 
request is in the public interest and not for commercial use. The records | am seeking 
relate to a matter of major ongoing and urgent public concern. This request is in the 
public interest because it will contribute significantly to public understanding of 
government operations and activities. If you deny this request for a fee waiver, please 
advise me in advance of the estimated charges associated with fulfilling this request. 
Please also send me a detailed and itemized explanation of those charges. 


Please provide all records electronically in original format to Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 
at [REDACTED]. If this is not possible, please notify me prior to mailing the records to this 
address: Stop LAPD Spying Coalition [REDACTED] 

Please contact me if you have any questions about my request. | look forward to receiving 
your response within 10 calendar days, as required by the statute. 

Very truly yours, 

[REDACTED] 

Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 


EXHIBIT A 


— Read less 


Received 
September 20, 2020 via web 


Departments 
Police Department (LAPD) 


Requester 
Hamid Khan 
SS hamidk@cangress.org 
O 838 E. 6th St., Los Angeles, CA 90021 
A 5622304578 
= Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 


Documents 


Public 
(none) 


Requester 


Staff 


Point of Contact 
LAPD Analyst - Vanessa N6613 


Timeline 
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Request Closed Public 
Dear Requester: 


We reviewed your request for the full LAPD base budget for every year from FY2008- 
2009 to FY2020-2021. 


Your request was made under the California Public Records Act (the Act). The 
Department is cognizant of its responsibilities under the Act. It recognizes the statutory 
scheme was enacted to maximize citizen access to the workings of government. The 
Act does not mandate disclosure of all documents within the government's possession. 
Rather, by specific exemption and reference to other statutes, the Act recognizes that 
there are boundaries where the public's right to access must be balanced against such 
weighty considerations as the right of privacy, a right of constitutional dimension under 
California Constitution, Article 1, Section 1. The law also exempts from disclosure 
records that are privileged or confidential or otherwise exempt under either express 
provisions of the Act or pursuant to applicable federal or state law, per California 
Government Code Sections 6254(b); 6254(c); 6254(f); 6254(k); and 6255. 


A search was conducted and there were no responsive records located. Please be 
advised that the Department currently does not possess a system that tracks base 
budget information. For additional information you may contact the City’s 


If you have any questions, please respond to this email. 
Respectfully, 


LAPD Discovery Section, CPRA Unit 
October 22, 2020, 3:01pm 


External Message Public 
Dear Requester: 


| have reviewed your California Public Records Act request. 
Please be advised that, pursuant to California Government Code Section 6253(c), | have 


found that “unusual circumstances” exist with respect to the request due to the need to 
search for, collect, and review the requested records from other Department entities 
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which are separate from the office processing the request. Therefore, my staff will 
require the statutory fourteen days extension of time in which to respond. A 
determination concerning your request will be made as soon as possible. 


If you have any questions regarding this correspondence, simply respond to this email. 


Respectfully, 
LAPD Discovery Section CPRA Unit 
October 14, 2020, 9:30am by LAPD Analyst - Vanessa N6613, Management Assistant (Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
10/28/2020 (was 09/30/2020). 
October 14, 2020, 9:28am 


Request Reopened Public 
October 14, 2020, 9:27am 


External Message Public 
Thanks for the follow up. Any reason your record still shows this request is closed. 
September 30, 2020, 11:36am by the requester 


External Message Public 
Dear Requester: 


The Department has received your message regarding the Department's response to 
your request. The Department will evaluate your concerns and respond as soon as 
practicable. 


Thank you, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
September 30, 2020, 10:33am by LAPD Analyst - Vanessa N6613, Management Assistant (Staff) 


External Message Public 
Hello, 

Thank you for your response. We are aware of the general information available on the 
City Administrative Officer and City Controller websites. Our request specifically seeks 
budget records that are in LAPD's possession and not available on those websites. In 
particular, our request seeks records related to LAPD's base budget. None of those 
records implicate the constitutional right to privacy, pending litigation, personnel files, 
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law enforcement investigations, or any state, federal, or Evidence Code privileges. If any 
budget records happen to contain privileged information, we believe that information 
could be redacted. 

Given that this request has been closed, is LAPD's position that every record sought in 
our request is exempted from public disclosure? If so, please specify which exemptions 
LAPD believes apply and the reason LAPD believes these exemptions apply. 


September 29, 2020, 5:19pm by the requester 


Request Published Public 
September 28, 2020, 3:38pm 


Request Closed Public 
Dear Requester: 


We reviewed your request for the full LAPD base budget for every year from FY2008- 
2009 to FY2020-2021. 


Your request was made under the California Public Records Act (the Act). The 
Department is cognizant of its responsibilities under the Act. It recognizes the statutory 
scheme was enacted to maximize citizen access to the workings of government. The 
Act does not mandate disclosure of all documents within the government's possession. 
Rather, by specific exemption and reference to other statutes, the Act recognizes that 
there are boundaries where the public's right to access must be balanced against such 
weighty considerations as the right of privacy, a right of constitutional dimension under 
California Constitution, Article 1, Section 1. The law also exempts from disclosure 
records that are privileged or confidential or otherwise exempt under either express 
provisions of the Act or pursuant to applicable federal or state law, per California 
Government Code Sections 6254(b); 6254(c); 6254(f); 6254(k); and 6255. 


General budget information, including for the LAPD, is available on the City 
Administrative Officer's website (see: http://cao.lacity.org/budget/index.htm), where 
you can find budget information going back to fiscal year 2008-2009 to fiscal year 2020- 
2021. As well as financial status reports, budget memos, and access to current or 
completed budget deliberations. Additionally, the City’s Controller website 

(see: https://lacontroller.org/budgets/) contains the adopted budgets for the requested 
fiscal years. 


If you have any questions, please respond to this email. 
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Respectfully, 


LAPD Discovery Section, CPRA Unit 
September 28, 2020, 3:38pm 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


The Department continues to process CPRA requests as they come in during the 
COVID-19 public health crisis, and will endeavor to do so in a timely manner. While the 
Department will be making every effort to comply with its statutory obligations, due to 
the COVID-19 crisis and the City and Department's efforts to tackle its effects, the 
actual production of records responsive to your request (if any) may be delayed if 
Department resources are needed to perform critical functions or are constrained due 
to the pandemic. The Department greatly appreciates your patience during this 
difficult time, as the entire community and nation deals with this unusual and serious 
situation. During this crisis, the Department would also ask that requesters consider 
postponing the submission of any requests that can wait until after the immediate 
crisis has abated. 


If you have any questions, please respond to this e-mail. 


Respectfully, 


LAPD Discovery Section, CPRA Unit 
September 21, 2020, 9:06am by LAPD Michelle N6335, Senior Administrative Clerk (Staff) 


Department Assignment Public 
Police Department (LAPD) 
September 20, 2020, 3:41pm 


Request Opened Public 


Request received via web 
September 20, 2020, 3:41pm 
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EXHIBIT B 


Request #20-7749 


CLOSED 
As of February 12, 2021, 8:10pm 
Request Visibility: Unpublished 


Details 


Our understanding is that LAPD each year submits a proposed budget 
comprised of new spending on top of the "base budget," which is the spending 
carried over from the previous year's adopted budget. While new spending 
items are listed on the proposal published online by the Police Commission, 
the base budget is only summarized as a total number. We request the full 
LAPD base budget for every year from FY 2008-09 to FY 2020-21. 


Received 
October 30, 2020 via web 


Departments 
City Administrative Officer 


Requester 
Hamid Khan 
5 stoplapdspying@gmail.com 
O 838 E. 6th St., Los Angeles, CA 90802 
eJ 562 230 4578 


Documents 


Public (pending) @ 
(none) 


Requester 
(none) 
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Staff 


Point of Contact 
Patricia J. Huber 


Timeline 


Request Closed Public 
November 9, 2020, 12:35pm 


External Message Requester + Staff 
The Office of the City Administrative Officer (CAO) of the City of Los Angeles is in receipt 
of your request for public records regarding the base budget for LAPD for FY 2008-09 
to the present. 

In response to your question, the base budget for the Los Angeles Police Department, 
or any City department, is the Adopted Budget for a given year. The City's budget 
process is based upon the current budget. For example, the Budget Request that LAPD 
submitted to the Mayor's Office for the current year, FY 2020-21, was based upon the 
2019-20 Adopted Budget. 

The Mayor's Proposed Budget when submitted to Council includes a book called the 
Detail of Departmental Programs or “Blue Book”. This document provides an 
explanation of the changes in departmental salaries and other programmatic budget 
changes within a department's base budget for the ensuing fiscal year. 

Council makes its own changes to the Proposed Budget and once approved by Council, 
this becomes the Adopted Budget. To provide insight into the changes made by 
Council, we publish a document called the White Book, which similar to the Blue Book 
shows all the changes made to the prior year Adopted Budget that results in the new 
Adopted Budget for the subsequent Fiscal Year. 

Detailed budget figures and corresponding data for the Police Department can be 
found for the Fiscal Years 2008-09 to 2020-21 within the Adopted Budget and Proposed 
Budget (Blue Book) documents through the links provided below: 

Adopted Budgets - http://www.lacontroller.org/adopted_ budgets 
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Please note, Department Budgets are found in Section Il and are listed in alphabetical 
order. The far right column will show the adopted budget by budget account for the 
given fiscal year. 

White Books - http://cao.lacity.org/budget/index.htm 

Proposed Budgets & Detail of Departmental Programs - 





http://cao.lacity.org/budget/index.htm 

Please note, due to COVID19, City Council changes to the Proposed Budget occurred 
differently than in prior years with the Proposed Budget effectively being the Adopted 
Budget. However, subsequent to this, Council took actions to make changes to the 
2020-21 Adopted Budget and those changes are reflected in the report found at this 
link: 
http://cao.lacity.org/budget/20200724%20CAO%20JULY%201,%202020,%20BUDGET%2 





This request is now completed and closed. 
November 9, 2020, 12:35pm by Patricia J. Huber, ASST CITY ADMIN OFFICER (Staff) 


Department Assignment Public 
City Administrative Officer 
October 30, 2020, 4:57pm 


Request Opened Public 


Request received via web 
October 30, 2020, 4:57pm 
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EXHIBIT C 


Request #20-7750 
CLOSED 
As of February 12, 2021, 8:11pm 


Details 


Our understanding is that LAPD each year submits a proposed budget 
comprised of new spending on top of the "base budget," which is the spending 
carried over from the previous year's adopted budget. While new spending 
items are listed on the proposal published online by the Police Commission, 
the base budget is only summarized as a total number. We request the full 
LAPD base budget for every year from FY 2008-09 to FY 2020-21. 


Received 
October 30, 2020 via web 


Departments 
Controller 


Requester 
Hamid Khan 
™ stoplapdspying@gmail.com 
O 838 E. 6th St., Los Angeles, CA 90802 
eJ 562 230 4578 


Documents 


Public 
(none) 


Requester 
(none) 
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Staff 


Point of Contact 
Kevin Mcneely (Controller) 


Timeline 


Request Published Public 
October 30, 2020, 6:29pm 


Request Closed Public 
Requester provided with link to adopted budgets and referrals to LAPD and 
CAO. 

October 30, 2020, 6:28pm 


External Message Public 
Dear Mr. Khan: 


This letter is in response to your California Public Records Act request, dated October 
30, 2020, regarding: 


e Our understanding is that LAPD each year submits a proposed budget comprised of 
new spending on top of the "base budget," which is the spending carried over from 
the previous year's adopted budget. While new spending items are listed on the 
proposal published online by the Police Commission, the base budget is only 
summarized as a total number. We request the full LAPD base budget for every year 
from FY 2008-09 to FY 2020-21. 


The base budget each year is the previous year adopted budget. Adopted budgets can 
be viewed at: https://lacontroller.org/budgets/ 


For further information, the Los Angeles Police Department may be able to assist you 


select Police Department (LAPD)). 
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For additional information, the Office of the City Administrative Officer may be able to 


please select City Administrative Officer). 
Thank you. 


Kevin McNeely 

Senior Management Analyst II 

Office of the Controller 

October 30, 2020, 6:27pm by Kevin Mcneely (Controller), Sr. Management Analyst II (Staff) 


Department Assignment Public 
Controller 
October 30, 2020, 4:58pm 


Request Opened Public 


Request received via web 
October 30, 2020, 4:58pm 
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EXHIBIT D 


Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 


STOP LAPD SPYING! 





November 6, 2020 


Ron Galperin 
Los Angeles City Controller 
200 N. Main Street, Suite 300, Los Angeles, CA 90012 


controller.galperin@lacity.org 


Richard Tefank 

Executive Director, Los Angeles Police Commission 
100 W. Ist Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
richard.tefank@lapd.lacity.org 





Michael Moore 

Chief of Police, Los Angeles Police Department 
100 W. Ist Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
ocop-scheduling@lapd.online 


BY EMAIL 
Dear city officials: 


This letter is on behalf of the Stop LAPD Spying Coalition and other community groups who are working to 
research the Los Angeles Police Department’s annual budget. As part of that work, we have sought to identify 
the programs, technologies, equipment costs, purchases, and other spending that comprise LAPD’s vast budget. 
This accounting is essential for the public to understand how billions of dollars in city funds are being used, at a 
time when all other city agencies are being asked to scrutinize their budgets in order to make severe cuts to 
essential spending. 


We have been unable in our research to obtain from either the LAPD, Police Commission, or Controller’s 
Office any itemized accounting of LAPD’s full budget. Instead, all these agencies have disclosed are LAPD’s 
yearly budget requests to the City Council and the citywide adopted budget, which provides a broad overview 
of overall spending categories. While the yearly requests list the new spending items that LAPD proposes to add 
to the previous year’s base budget, they provide no details about that base budget. All the public is able to know 
from these requests is how much LAPD tried adding to its budget each year. And while the adopted budget lists 
a few very general spending categories, it does not provide crucial details such as individual line items and 
explanations of purchases and contractual services. 


The Stop LAPD Spying Coalition has tried for several months to obtain documentation of LAPD’s full budget, 
including the base budget. In July 2020, we requested these records from Richard Tefank, Executive Director of 
the Police Commission, who shared the yearly budget requests and citywide adopted budget and explained that 
we would need to ask LAPD for any budget records beyond that. We then filed Public Records Act requests 
with LAPD (Request #20-6667) and the Controller (Request #20-7750) asking for LAPD’s base budget. Neither 
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agency produced any records. Instead, both requests were quickly closed, with LAPD directing us to the 
Controller’s Office, and the Controller’s Office directing us back to LAPD. LAPD’s response also stated that 
“the Department currently does not possess a system that tracks base budget information.” 


LAPD’s base budget was over $1.7 billion for the current fiscal year, nearly 90% of the Department’s total 
General Funds spending. This is a vast sum of money, and it no doubt includes items that LAPD has not 
identified or justified in an annual budget proposal for several years. It is extremely alarming that neither the 
Police Department, Police Commission, or Controller has been able to share an accounting of those funds. This 
failure suggests either that city officials have no idea how LAPD is spending billions of public dollars, while 
every year approving increases of that spending, or your agencies are refusing to comply with the Public 
Records Act. 


Like other city departments, LAPD is expected to announce new budget requests in the coming weeks. We 
believe it is critical for Angelenos to have an opportunity to understand LAPD’s current spending before any 
requests for additional funding move forward. We thus ask again that your office provide an itemized 
accounting of LAPD’s full budget, including the base budget that city officials will soon be asked to add to with 
even more public funds. Should you have any questions we can be reached at stoplapdspying@ gmail.com. 


Sincerely, 


Hamid Khan 
Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 





Ce: 

Los Angeles Police Commission 

Mark Smith — Inspector General, Los Angeles Police Department 

Eric Garcetti — Mayor, City of Los Angeles 

Ana Guerrero - Chief of Staff, Mayor of Los Angeles 

Mike Feuer — City Attorney, City of Los Angeles 

Nury Martinez — President, Los Angeles City Council 

Paul Krikorian — Chair, Budget and Finance Committee, LA City Council 
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BEFORE THE LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT 
BOARD OF POLICE COMMISSIONERS 

In the matter of: ) 
) 
LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT ) 
BOARD OF POLICE COMMISSIONERS ) 
In Re: Special Meeting ) 
(All Items) ) 
) 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

Los Angeles, California 
Tuesday, November 24, 2020 


Reported by: 





Andrew Dayton 
CSR No. 13353 
Job No.: 
COM3576 
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CFO BR ; na'am. 























PRESIDENT DE BR: have to admit you 








Inaudible) and that uld be for fiscal year '21-'22 











proposed budget; is that correct? 





CFO BRENNAN: Yes, ma'am. 

















PRESIDENT DECKER: All right. Thank you. 























Mr. Brennan, or perhaps Ms. Sauer, there were a lot of 








comments this morning, and I -- and I believe, 


Mr. Brennan, you were communicating with one organization 








about the base budget and getting -- the group seems to 


be looking for more information about the base budget or 





a better understanding. 





And I'll just say that when I worked in the 





city, it took me years to really understand the base 


budget and how the city as a whole builds its budget on 











EE 





prior years' budget. But could you o 


er -- you likely 





heard the public comments. 


Could you offer any response or advice to that 








organization that's looking to get better information and 











a better understanding of the base budget of the 














Department so they can do their own analysis as it goes 





through the City Council process? 











CFO BRENNAN: Yes, ma'am. We were actually 








discussing this this morning. The -- as you said, it 


takes years and years and years to really get a handle on 
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how the city does its budget processing. What we are 


looking at is every year, once the budget is adopted, 





then the budget is put into a variety of accounts. 


Within the overall accounts, there are 





contractural services, salaries, equipment, field 





equipment. And what we're going to be looking at is how 





we can put that information together and provide that so 








that the budget is actually broken down into the various 








accounts from which it is spent. And from that, that is 


weighed out what we are spending our budget on. 























PRESIDENT DECKER: And am I right, Mr. Brennan? 





There's the adopted budget that the City Council 





ultimately passes that can change during the course of 





the year as the city's revenues change as well, but then 
there's also the mayor's proposed budget each year. And 


the mayor builds on his proposed budget when he presents 








it to the City Council, but the City Council, of course, 





building upon the city, I guess, adopt the budget. 





Is that an accurate way to look at these 








different, I suppose, budget proposals or how the budget 
process works? 


CFO BRENNAN: Yes, ma'am. Once this budget is 








submitted to the mayor's office, the city administrative 











officer will spend several months looking at it, breaking 


it down, asking us questions, having us respond. The 
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Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 


STOP LAPD SPYING! 





December 10, 2020 


Ron Galperin 

Los Angeles City Controller 

200 N. Main Street, Suite 300, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
controller.galperin@lacity.org 


Richard Tefank 

Executive Director, Los Angeles Police Commission 
100 W. 1st Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
richard.tefank@lapd.lacity.org 


Michel Moore 

Chief of Police, Los Angeles Police Department 
100 W. 1st Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
ocop-scheduling@lapd.online 


BY EMAIL 
RE: CPRA Requests #20-6667(9/20/2020), #20-7750 (10/30/2020) 


| am writing to follow up on my November 7, 2020, letter on behalf of the Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 
regarding the failure of your agencies to comply with our California Public Records Act (CPRA) requests 
seeking an accounting of LAPD’s full budget, including the base budget for FY 2020-21 and for prior 

years. We have not received any response to this letter, which is attached. In the month since we sent the 
letter, LAPD has introduced a $1.83 billion budget proposal for FY 2021-22, and the Police Commission has 
already approved this proposal. The new budget proposal gives no accounting of the past year’s base budget, 
only itemizing the approximately $106 million of new spending that LAPD seeks to add to that base budget. 


Before sending our November 7 letter, the Stop LAPD Spying Coalition filed CPRA requests with the LAPD 
and City Controller seeking these records. We submitted the request to LAPD on September 20, 2020 
(Request #20-6667), and the one to the Controller on October 30, 2020 (Request #20-7750). Neither of your 
agencies has produced any records in response to our requests. Instead, the requests were quickly closed, 
with LAPD directing us to the Controller’s Office, and the Controller's Office directing us back to LAPD. 


We ask that your agencies produce the records we have requested by January 4, 2021. The LAPD’s proposed 
budget increase is now pending with the Mayor's Office and then will be sent to City Council for hearings and a 
vote, so the need for prompt public access to these records is critical. If we do not receive the records by 
January 4, we understand your agencies to be violating the requirements of CPRA, and we plan to seek legal 
remedies for those violations. 


Sincerely, 
A hon 


Hamid Khan 
Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 
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Request #20-6665 


fw OPEN 
As of February 12, 2021, 8:46pm 
Request Visibility: Unpublished 


Details 


September 17, 2020 
Via Email: https://recordsrequest.lacity.org/ 
Los Angeles Police Department Public Records Request 


Re: FY2020-2021 Technology Support Contractual Service Materials 


To Whom It May Concern: 
This is a request pursuant to the California Public Records Act, California Government 
Code 8 6250 et s et seq.). 


Definitions 


Throughout this request, the term “2019-2020 Technology Support Contractual Services” 
is defined as referring to Technology Support Program (code AE7049) contractual 
services, reciprocal agreements, and promotional services, including but not limited to 
the following services listed on page 509 of Detail of Department Programs (Blue Book) 
Financial Year 2019-2020 “Detail of Contractual Services Account:” 


42. Systems support 

43. Emergency Command Control Communications System warranty 
44. Camera systems maintenance 

45. Maintenance of hand-held radios 

46. 9-1-1 Voice Radio Switch System Maintenance 

47. 9-1-1 Call Logging Recorder Maintenance 

48. Virtual Private Network for predictive policing 

49. Crime Analysis Management System support 


50. Environmental Systems Research Institute enterprise license 
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51. 
52. 
53. 
54. 
55. 
56. 
Sf; 
58. 
59. 
60. 
61. 
62. 
63. 
64. 
65. 


Rational Host Access Transformation Services licenses 
Kitroom Information Tracking System 

Digital photo system management support 

Training Evaluation and Management System support 
Automated Personnel Records Information System maintenance 
County of Los Angeles Traffic Information System data input 
Document Imaging System maintenance 

Mobile data computer extended warranty 

Consent Decree systems support 

Digital In-Car Video system maintenance 

Community Online Reporting System 

Mobile Field Base Reporting - Records Management System 
Body-Worn Video Camera System 

Email and Enterprise Systems License 


Records Maintenance System 


Request 


We request the following records in relation to the 2019-2020 Technology Support 


Contractual Services as defined above: 


1. 


1. 


1. 


1. 


Any and all contractual materials including but not limited to any and all 
documentation, contracts, subcontracts, requests for proposals (RFPs), memoranda of 
understanding (MOUs) or memoranda of agreement (MOAs), all data-sharing 
agreements and policies, and/or other written or computerized material related to 
2019-2020 Technology Support Contractual Services. 


Any and all financial materials including but not limited to any and all documentation 
of payment, receipts, purchase orders, invoices, etc. related to 2019-2020 Technology 
Support Contractual Services. 


Any and all materials related to sole source purchases or no-bid contracts related to 
2019-2020 Technology Support Contractual Services. 


Any and all communications related to any 2019-2020 Technology Support 
Contractual Services between LAPD staff and any persons associated with entities 
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providing 2019-2020 Technology Support Contractual services. The term 
“communications” includes but is not limited to emails, text messages, internal and 
external memos, letters, faxes, voice or audio Messages, or Messages on project 
management platforms, internal communications platforms, or social media 
platforms (including but not limited to Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, Signal, Slack, 
Discord, etc.) including both public posts as well as private and direct messages. “LAPD 
staff” here encompasses all current and past staff, including but not limited to: 
Information Technology Bureau Deputy Chief John McMahon; Information Technology 
Director of Systems Karen Bottancino; Application Dev. and & Support Division 
Monique Turner, ECCS Division Director of Systems Jeff Jantz, and Innovation 
Management Division Captain Steven Ramos, Assistant Chief Horace Frank. The term 
“entities providing 2019-2020 Technology Support Contractual services” covers all the 
entities that are providing any of the services enumerated in the list, including but not 
limited to any and all companies, city departments or programs, city agencies, 
organizations, foreign states, or other entities (including but not limited to Microsoft, 
Hewlett-Packard, Niche, Axon/TASER, Motorola, Palantir, PredPol Inc., ESRI, 
ServiceNow, i-HLS, Nice Systems, Verint, Jewish Institute for National Security of 
America, State of Israel, Anti-Defamation League, American Jewish Committee, Simon 
Wiesenthal Center, and Justice Security and Strategies). 


1. Any and all training and operational materials including but not limited to any and all 
documentation, reports, manuals, analyses, and/or other written or computerized 
material that discusses and/or describes implementation, operationalization, training 
in, use, technical support, etc., related to 2019-2020 Technology Support Contractual 
Services. 


| am requesting that you waive all fees associated with this request as | believe this 
request is in the public interest and not for commercial use. The records | am seeking 
relate to a matter of major ongoing and urgent public concern. This request is in the 
public interest because it will contribute significantly to public understanding of 
government operations and activities. If you deny this request for a fee waiver, please 
advise me in advance of the estimated charges associated with fulfilling this request. 
Please also send me a detailed and itemized explanation of those charges. 


Please provide all records electronically in original format to Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 
records to this address: Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 838 E. 6th Street Los Angeles, CA 
90021. 

Please contact me if you have any questions about my request. | look forward to receiving 
your response within 10 calendar days, as required by the statute. 


Very truly yours, 
— Read less 
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Received 
September 20, 2020 via web 


Departments 
Police Department (LAPD) 


Requester 
Hamid Khan 
“ hamidk@cangress.org 
9 838 E. 6th St., Los Angeles, CA 90021 
A 5622304578 
& Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 


Documents 


Public (pending) @ 
(none) 


Requester 


Staff 


Point of Contact 
LAPD Analyst Thanh N6233 


Timeline 


External Message 
Dear Requester: 


Requester + Staff 


Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, identify, and/or review 
responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable. Thank you for your 


continued patience. 
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Respectfully, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
February 3, 2021, 7:45am by Edgar Aparicio, LAD 34838, Detective Il (Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
03/03/2021 (was 02/03/2021). 
February 3, 2021, 7:44am 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, identify, and/or review 
responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable. Thank you for your 
continued patience. 


Respectfully, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
January 6, 2021, 7:34am by Edgar Aparicio, LAD 34838, Detective Il (Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
02/03/2021 (was 01/06/2021). 
January 6, 2021, 7:33am 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, identify, and/or review 
responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable. Thank you for your 
continued patience. 


Respectfully, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
December 8, 2020, 2:55pm by Edgar Aparicio, LAD 34838, Detective Il (Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
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01/06/2021 (was 12/09/2020). 
December 8, 2020, 2:55pm 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, identify, and/or review 
responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable. Thank you for your 
continued patience. 


Respectfully, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
November 6, 2020, 7:31am by LAPD Sr Analyst Dan V9584 LAD, LAPD LAD Discovery - Sr 
Analyst (Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
12/09/2020 (was 11/11/2020). 
November 6, 2020, 7:30am 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, identify, and/or review 
responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable. Thank you for your 
continued patience. 


Respectfully, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
October 14, 2020, 2:18pm by LAPD Sr Analyst Dan V9584 LAD, LAPD LAD Discovery - Sr Analyst 
(Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
11/11/2020 (was 10/14/2020). 
October 14, 2020, 2:17pm 


Due Date Changed Public 
10/14/2020 (was 09/30/2020). 
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September 30, 2020, 7:30am 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


We have reviewed your California Public Records Act request. 


Please be advised that, pursuant to California Government Code Section 6253(c), we 
have found that “unusual circumstances” exist with respect to the request due to the 
need to search for, collect, and/or review the requested records from other 
Department entities which are separate from the office processing the request. 
Therefore, our staff will require the statutory fourteen days extension of time in which 
to respond. A determination concerning your request will be made as soon as 
possible. 


If you have any questions regarding this correspondence, simply respond to this email. 


Respectfully, 
LAPD Discovery Section CPRA Unit 
September 30, 2020, 7:28am by LAPD Analyst Thanh N6233 (Staff) 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


The Department continues to process CPRA requests as they come in during the 
COVID-19 public health crisis, and will endeavor to do so in a timely manner. While the 
Department will be making every effort to comply with its statutory obligations, due to 
the COVID-19 crisis and the City and Department's efforts to tackle its effects, the 
actual production of records responsive to your request (if any) may be delayed if 
Department resources are needed to perform critical functions or are constrained due 
to the pandemic. The Department greatly appreciates your patience during this 
difficult time, as the entire community and nation deals with this unusual and serious 
situation. During this crisis, the Department would also ask that requesters consider 
postponing the submission of any requests that can wait until after the immediate 
crisis has abated. 


If you have any questions, please respond to this e-mail. 
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Respectfully, 


LAPD Discovery Section, CPRA Unit 
September 21, 2020, 11:02am by LAPD Michelle N6335, Senior Administrative Clerk (Staff) 


Department Assignment Public 
Police Department (LAPD) 
September 20, 2020, 3:33pm 


Request Opened Public 


Request received via web 
September 20, 2020, 3:33pm 
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Request #20-6666 


fw OPEN 
As of February 12, 2021, 8:47pm 
Request Visibility: Unpublished 


Details 


September 17, 2020 
Via Email: https://recordsrequest.lacity.org/ 
Los Angeles Police Department Public Records Request 


Re: FY2020-2021 Technology Support Contractual Service Materials 
To Whom It May Concern: 


Pursuant to the California Public Records Act (California Government Code 8 6250 et seq.), 
| hereby request the following records: 


1. The full base budget of the Technology Support Program (AE7049) for FY2018-2019, FY 
2019-2020, and FY 2020-2021. 


2. The full actual expenditures and any and all related purchase orders, receipts, 
invoices, etc. for the Technology Support Program (AE7049) for FY2018-2019 and FY 
2019-2020. 


3. Any and all documents, materials, reports, and relevant communications related to 
key budget assumptions and justifications for the proposed budget, base budget, and 
specific expenditures of the Technology Support Program (AE7049) for FY2018-2019, 
FY 2019-2020, and FY 2020-2021. 


4. Any and all documents, materials, reports, and relevant communications related to 
the total proposed budget, base budget, and actual expenditures of the Technology 
Support Program (AE7049) for FY2018-2019, FY 2019-2020, and FY 2020-2021. 


5. Any and all documents, materials, reports, and relevant communications related to 
the funding sources of the total Technology Support Program (AE7049) budget 
(including both direct and indirect costs) from FY 2018-2019, FY 2019-2020, and FY 
2020-2021, including but not limited to: interdepartmental funding (i.e., the Mayor's 
Office of Public Safety), city funds (i.e., Budget Stabilization Fund, Reserve Fund, etc), 
special funds (i.e., Civil Asset Forfeiture Fund), grants (i.e., National Institute of Justice, 
Bureau of Justice Assistance, the Urban Area Security Initiative, the Department of 
Defense 1033 program, Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS), etc), monetary 
and in-kind donations (i.e., the LA Police Foundation, Ballmer Foundation, LA Dodgers), 
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acquisitions made on behalf of LAPD (i.e., Mayor's Office of Public Safety, HACLA), and 
any training, services, and support purchases made on behalf of LAPD. 


6. Any and all documents, materials, reports, and relevant communications related to 
the expenditures of the Technology Support Program (AE7049) from FY2018-2019, FY 
2019-2020, FY 2020-2021, including but not limited to: information related to the total 
personnel, salaries, overtime, and positions supported by the Technology Support 
Program, and costs of any and all purchases, expenses, and maintenance of the 
Technology Support Program. 


| am requesting that you waive all fees associated with this request as | believe this 
request is in the public interest and not for commercial use. The records | am seeking 
relate to a matter of major ongoing and urgent public concern. This request is in the 
public interest because it will contribute significantly to public understanding of 
government operations and activities. If you deny this request for a fee waiver, please 
advise me in advance of the estimated charges associated with fulfilling this request. 
Please also send me a detailed and itemized explanation of those charges. 


Please provide all records electronically in original format to Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 
records to this address: Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 838 E. 6th Street Los Angeles, CA 
90021. 

Please contact me if you have any questions about my request. | look forward to receiving 
your response within 10 calendar days, as required by the statute. 

Very truly yours, 

Hamid Khan 


Ston | APD Snving Coalition 
= Read less 


Received 
September 20, 2020 via web 


Departments 
Police Department (LAPD) 


Requester 
Hamid Khan 
SS hamidk@cangress.org 
9 838 E. 6th St., Los Angeles, CA 90021 
A 5622304578 
& Stop LAPD Spying Coalition 
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Documents 


Public (pending) @ 
(none) 


Requester 


Staff 


Point of Contact 
LAPD Analyst Thanh N6233 


Timeline 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, identify, and/or review 
responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable. Thank you for your 
continued patience. 


Respectfully, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
February 3, 2021, 7:47am by Edgar Aparicio, LAD 34838, Detective Il (Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
03/03/2021 (was 02/03/2021). 


February 3, 2021, 7:47am 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 
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Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, identify, and/or review 
responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable. Thank you for your 
continued patience. 


Respectfully, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
January 6, 2021, 7:35am by Edgar Aparicio, LAD 34838, Detective Il (Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
02/03/2021 (was 01/06/2021). 
January 6, 2021, 7:34am 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, identify, and/or review 
responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable. Thank you for your 
continued patience. 


Respectfully, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
December 8, 2020, 2:54pm by Edgar Aparicio, LAD 34838, Detective Il (Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
01/06/2021 (was 12/09/2020). 

December 8, 2020, 2:54pm 

External Message Requester + Staff 


Dear Requester: 


Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, identify, and/or review 
responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable. Thank you for your 
continued patience. 


Respectfully, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
November 6, 2020, 7:33am by LAPD Sr Analyst Dan V9584 LAD, LAPD LAD Discovery - Sr 


EXHIBIT G 


Analyst (Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
12/09/2020 (was 11/11/2020). 
November 6, 2020, 7:33am 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


Please be advised that the Department continues to search for, identify, and/or review 
responsive records and will respond as soon as practicable. Thank you for your 
continued patience. 


Respectfully, 


LAD Discovery, CPRA Unit 
October 14, 2020, 2:19pm by LAPD Sr Analyst Dan V9584 LAD, LAPD LAD Discovery - Sr Analyst 


(Staff) 


Due Date Changed Public 
11/11/2020 (was 10/14/2020). 
October 14, 2020, 2:19pm 


Due Date Changed Public 
10/14/2020 (was 09/30/2020). 
September 30, 2020, 7:30am 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


We have reviewed your California Public Records Act request. 


Please be advised that, pursuant to California Government Code Section 6253(c), we 
have found that “unusual circumstances” exist with respect to the request due to the 
need to search for, collect, and/or review the requested records from other 
Department entities which are separate from the office processing the request. 
Therefore, our staff will require the statutory fourteen days extension of time in which 
to respond. A determination concerning your request will be made as soon as 
possible. 
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If you have any questions regarding this correspondence, simply respond to this email. 


Respectfully, 
LAPD Discovery Section CPRA Unit 
September 30, 2020, 7:29am by LAPD Analyst Thanh N6233 (Staff) 


External Message Requester + Staff 
Dear Requester: 


The Department continues to process CPRA requests as they come in during the 
COVID-19 public health crisis, and will endeavor to do so in a timely manner. While the 
Department will be making every effort to comply with its statutory obligations, due to 
the COVID-19 crisis and the City and Department's efforts to tackle its effects, the 
actual production of records responsive to your request (if any) may be delayed if 
Department resources are needed to perform critical functions or are constrained due 
to the pandemic. The Department greatly appreciates your patience during this 
difficult time, as the entire community and nation deals with this unusual and serious 
situation. During this crisis, the Department would also ask that requesters consider 
postponing the submission of any requests that can wait until after the immediate 
crisis has abated. 


If you have any questions, please respond to this e-mail. 


Respectfully, 


LAPD Discovery Section, CPRA Unit 
September 21, 2020, 10:54am by LAPD Michelle N6335, Senior Administrative Clerk (Staff) 


Department Assignment Public 
Police Department (LAPD) 
September 20, 2020, 3:39pm 


Request Opened Public 


Request received via web 
September 20, 2020, 3:39pm 
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